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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 


1. ^ The amendment filed on 16 October 2008 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) ^ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

The applicant added new claims to rejoin the subject matter from claims cancelled by the examiner's amendment. The 
applicant cited that the subject matter should be included because it was based off of a generic claim. The examiner 
disagrees because there is no statement on record stating that any claims are considered generic. Furthermore the 
applicant elected the claims without traverse. Therefore it is proper for the examiner to cancel the withdrawn claims and not 
permit them to be added as new claims after allowance because they would require further examination. 


/Corrine M McDermott/ /Christopher D Prone/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3738 Examiner, Art Unit 3738 
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